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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-22 are pending. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on September 25, 2003 
was filed with the original papers. The submission is in compliance with the provisions 
of 37 CFR 1 .97. Accordingly, the information disclosure statement is being considered 
by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S. C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 
MPEP 2106 IV.B.2.(b) 

A claim that requires one or more acts to be performed defines a process. 
However, not all processes are statutory under 35 U.S.C. 101. Schrader, 22 F.3d at 
296, 30 USPQ2d at 1460. To be statutory, a claimed computer-related process must 
either: (A) result in a physical transformation outside the computer for which a practical 
application is either disclosed in the specification or would have been known to a skilled 
artisan, or (B) be limited to a practical application 

Claim 1 teaches "forming a configuration message comprising data", 
"transmitting said configuration message" and "synchronizing data". The claim 
language teaches the steps of creating a message with data required for synchronizing, 
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transmitting the message, initializing the synchronizing and synchronizing the data 
using said data. The claim language does not provide for storing results from the 
synchronization or does not display the results to a user. Therefore, the claim language 
provides no concrete or tangible results. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claims 1-2,5,7,9-11,12-14, 17,19-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Novak et al (US 6,882,659). 
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As per claim 1 Novak anticipates: 

A method of arranging data synchronization of at least one application in a networked 
system comprising at least one terminal, at least one synchronization server, a first 
database in the terminal, and a second database, wherein a synchronization connection 
is arranged between the terminal and the synchronization server to perform 
synchronization at col. 4, lines 21-30, the method comprising: 
forming a configuration message comprising data required for the application data 
synchronization, said data comprising settings of at least the second database at col. 5, 
lines 9-36 and figs. 3-6; 

transmitting said configuration message from the synchronization server to the terminal; 

* 

initializing the synchronization using the arranged synchronization connection and at 
least part of said data, and synchronizing data of at least the first database and the 
second database using at least part of said data at col. 7, lines 25-35. 

Novak teaches forming a configuration message comprising data required for the 
application data synchronization, said data comprising settings of at least the second 
database, transmitting said configuration message from the synchronization server to 
the terminal, initializing the synchronization using the arranged synchronization 
connection and at least part of said data, and synchronizing data of at least the first 
database and the second database using at least part of said data at col. 5, lines 9-36 , 
col.7, lines 25-35 and figs. 3-6. 
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As per claim 2 same as claim arguments above and Novak anticipates: 

wherein the settings of said at least second database comprise at least the name of the 

second database, the data on the content types supported, and an address, such a URI 

indicator, and at least said address is transmitted in the initialization of the 

synchronization session preceding the data synchronization from the terminal 

to the synchronization server as a response to the need to synchronize data of 

the second database at col.5, lines 13-33. 

As per claim 5 same as claim arguments above and Novak anticipates: 

wherein said configuration message comprises at least one field which defines whether 

said data is new, replacing previous data or complementary at col.5, lines 33-43. 

As per claim 7 same as claim arguments above Novak anticipates: 

wherein said configuration message is transmitted using one or more of the following 

protocols: SMS, OBEX, HTTP, or WAP at col.1, lines 33-49 and col. 4, lines 31-40. 

As per claim 9 same as claim arguments above and Novak anticipates: 
wherein said data comprises settings of a plurality of databases, and data of at least the 
first database and said plurality of databases is synchronized using at least part of said 
data at col.5, lines 47-49. 

Claims 10,12,14,19-22 are rejected under the same rationale as claim 1 arguments. 
Claims 1 1,13,17 are rejected under the same rationale as claim 2 arguments. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3, 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Novak et al (US 6,882,659) in view of Bodnar et al (US 6,295,541). 

As per claim 3 same as claim arguments above and Novak does not explicitly teach 
wherein said data further comprises, user text, and the user text is displayed to the user 
of the terminal. Bodnar does teach this limitation at abstract. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the cited 
references to handle new datasets and new data types at col. 3, lines 58-63. 

Claim 16 is rejected under the same rationale as claim 3 arguments. 

Claims 4,15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Novak et al (US 6,882,659) in view of Novak et al (US 6,643,669). 
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As per claim 4 same as claim arguments above and Novak ('659) does not explicitly 
teach wherein said data further comprises settings defining the timing of the 
synchronization, and the formation of the synchronization connection and the 
initialization of the synchronization is started from the terminal at the moment of time 
according to said settings however Novak ('699) does teach this limitation at col. 3, line 
57 to col. 4, line 2. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to combine the cited references to enable the process to be carried 
out in a faster manner at col.1 , lines 45-55. 

Claim 15 is rejected under the same rationale as claim 4 arguments. 

Claims 6,8,18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Novak et al (US 6,882,659) in view of Leppinen et al (US 2002/0081995). 

As per claim 6 same as claim arguments above and Novak does not explicitly teach 
wherein said configuration message is an XML document in a binary or text format. 
Leppinen does teach this limitation at parg. 7, lines 8-1 1 and parg. 15. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the 
cited references to conveniently share data among different users at parg. 6. 
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As per claim 8 Novak does not explicitly teach wherein the data transmission between 
the synchronization server and the wireless terminal is based on the WAP protocol 
stack and the initialization of the synchronization session and the synchronization is 
based on the SyncML synchronization protocol performed on top of the WAP protocol 
stack. Leppinen does teach this limitation at pargs. 7-8,13. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the cited 
references to conveniently share data among different users at parg.6. 



Claim 18 is rejected under the same rationale as claim 8 arguments. 
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Contact Information 



6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Susan Rayyan whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
1675. The examiner can normally be reached M-F: 8am - 4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Breene can be reached on (571) 272-4107. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have 
questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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March 11, 2006 




